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August 22, 2012

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 6620
Letter Dated August 8, 2012 from Jeff S. Jordan
Supervisory Attorney
Complaints Examination & Legal Administration

Dear Mr, Jordan:

Friends of Brian Woodworth received ‘your-letter and -accompanying complaint, and we-

hereby respond, within the 15 day period fom: recexpt Brian " Wobdworth (“Candidate”) is the
Republican nominee for Congress in Illinois® 2™ Congresmdnal Distiict.

The July 27, 2012 letter of complaint from James Taylor, Sr. (“Complainant”) charges
that Friends of Brian Woodworth (“Committee”) failed to report. in-kind contributions stemmmg
from petition signature gathering work of students who were allegedly compensated via college
intern credits. The Complainant, a former Republican candidate for this office, is flatly

mistaken. No students received college internship credits, or anything else of value, for their

gathering of petition signatures on behalf of the Candidate. As such, we respectfully request
dismissal of the complaint numbered MUR 6620.

It is well-settled that an individual may help a candidate by ‘volunteering his or her
personal services, and that these services are not eansidered a contribution so long as they are not
paid by anyone. In fact, the United States Code specifically exempts such uncompensated
volunteer work from the definition of campaign *““contribution”:

*(B) The term “contribution” does not iriclude-
(i) the value of services provided without compensation by
any individual who volunteers on behalf of a candidate or
political committee;”

2 U.S.C. § 431 (8)(B)(i).
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The crux of the Complainant’s charge is his belief that some college students at Olivet
Nazarene University (“Olivet”), where the Candidate was an Associate Professor during the
2011-2012 academic year, received college internship credits for circulating the Candidate’s
nominating petitions. This charge is flatly incorrect.

In fact, no student. at Olivet received college internship credit for circulating the
Candidate’s nominatifig pétitions. To substantiate this fact, we have attached the Affidavit of
Jim ‘Knight, the Registrar-at Olivet. Mr. Knight confirns, unequivocally, thai ne intarnship
credit was givan to any Olivet student for circulating the Candidate’s nominatng petitions.

As canfirmed by the Candidate’s Affidavii; which is. also attached to this letier, all of the
individuals who assisted the Candidate in gathering petitions signatures were unpaid. volunteers.
The fact that these individuals may have also been Olivet students is of no legal consequence
here. Indeed, it is not surprising that Olivet students, including those interested enough in
politics to join the student group “Capitol Hill Gang,” would wish to volunteer for a. professor
they know.

THe Complainant also elteges, without any besis, that the Candidate and fellow
professors, Dr. Woody Webb and Dr. Dennis Crocker, advised their students they would be
rewarded with internship credits for circulating Candidate’s nommatmg petltlons Agmn as
demonstrated by Mr. Knight’s Affidavit, no studenis received college ifitéen credits for. gathermg
signatures for Candidate’s. campaign. Further, though, Dr: Webki ‘and Dr. Crocker hold
administrative positions.and were-not polmcal -seiénce teachmg professors during the 2011 1-2012
academic year (See Kniglit Affidavit), and therefore would not have been able to award students
“extra credit” for volunteer work on the Candidate’s campaign.

The copies of email traffic submitted by the Complainant between the Complainant anit
Olivet’s Presideni, Dr. Johm Bowling, further confirms that nay of the students workiny for the
Candidate were assisting in a volunteer capacity only.

It appears that the Complainant bases his entire complaint on a student’s quote fipm an
article in an Olivet student newspaper — that students gathered signatures for Candidate, and that
they could receive college intern credits for such efforts. However, as has been made: clear by
the Candidate, by Olivet’s Registrar, and by Olivet’s President, any students who circiilated
Candidate’s nominating petitions did so on a volunteer basis, and no student received college
internship credit, “extra credit”, or anything else for gathering signatures. Therefore, no in-kind
contribution was made by any student, or by Olivet, as the United States Code specifically
exempts uncompensated volunteer work from tile definition -of campaign “contrfbution.” 2
U.S.C. § 431 (BXB)(i).
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Given all of the foregoing, we respectfully request that the FEC dismiss this complaint.

Sincerely,

e |
F AAn. W

Laura Jacksack’

Laura Jacksack

Jacksack Law Offices

401 W. Fullerton, Ste. 909
Chicago, IL 60614

(773) 569-5855

(773) 304-3101 (fax)

(773) 472-0399 (cell)
liacksack@jacksacklawoffices.com

Enclosures:
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ADDRESS:_4i51 _yv _ FAfigrto i 906

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
999 E Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463

STATEMENT OF DESIGN‘A‘TION OF COUNSEL

FAX (202) 219 39;;

MUR # _bL:3C

NAME OF COUNSEL:  Laicroy v KSur /o

FIRM:__ T (v i .f.o-,ti__g-fiv_,_q-_;___

Chicdas , Te. ey
< p- 21

TELEPHONE- OFFICE ((773) 569 5855

FAX(T773) 3¢H - 3icl.

The above-named individual and/or firm is hercby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the Commission and

to act on my behalf before the Commission.
FAO-H == Couddide
Tltle(TreasurerlCandodate!Owncr)

Date ?icsp@n UAgent -S!gnature
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MAILING ADDRESS: gﬁ ‘.L&'f ’J'l"e
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TELEPHONE- HOME
BUSINESS ()S ) M Y- 38

Information is being sought as part of an Investigation being conducled by the Federal Election Commission.and the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a){12)(A) apply. This section prohibits making public any investigation
conducted by the Federal Eloction Commission without the express written consent of the pecson under
investigation

Rev. 2006
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